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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment filed on 1 0-22-2008 lias been entered and considered. 
Claims 1-9 and 12-23 are pending in this application. 

Claims 10-11 have been canceled. 
Claim 4 is objected to. 

Claims 1-3, 5-9 and 12-23 remain rejected as discussed below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this 
title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 , 2 and 5-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Jokimies et a! (US 6,526,267), hereinafter is referred to as Jokimies in view of Nam 
(GB 238321 5 A). 

For claim 1, Jokimies discloses a method in a wireless communications device, the 
method comprising: determining a distance of the wireless communications device from 
a base station (see Figure 1 step 5 "determine distances" and Figure 4); determining 
timing advance using a look-up table, at the wireless communications device, for the 
base station based on the distance of the wireless communications device from the 
base station (see Figure 1 steps 5 and 6 "determine distance" and "measure TA". Also 
see column 3 lines 15-19; the distances to each base station are determined and 
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stored; therefore, it must be a database or a look-up table of stored distances and it is 
conventional that TA is computed using distance. Thus, TA is measured using the look- 
up table of stored distances). 

Jokimies discloses all the subject matter with the exception of explicitly disclosing 
the use of the timing advance determined for transmitting to the base station. However, 
Nam discloses the use of the timing advance for transmitting to the base station (see 
page 1 1 lines 1-4; the mobile terminal receives the TA (Timing Advance) signal and 
advances its transmission timing to correctly synchronize its transmission; inherently, 
uses the timing advance for transmitting to the base station). Thus, it would have been 
obvious to the person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the TA 
as taught by the system of Nam into the invention of Jokimies for the purpose of 
synchronization and communication to the base station. 

For claim 2, Jokimies in view of Nam discloses, determining a location of the 
wireless communications device (Jokimies: see column 3 lines 27-30; detecting the 
home area), determining the distance of the wireless communications device from the 
base station using the location of the wireless communications device and a location of 
the base station (Jokimies: see Figure 4 and column 4 lines 47-54; the mobile station 
determines the distances to the base stations). 

For claim 5, Jokimies discloses a method, obtaining the location of the base 
station based on receiving a message including base station location information (see 
Figure 1 step 4; receiving RSS (received signal strength)). 
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For claim 6, Jokimies in view of Nam discloses a method, obtaining the location 
of the base station from a table of base station locations stored on the wireless 
communications device (Jokimies: see Figure 1, Figure 4 and see column 3 lines 15-19; 
the distances to each base station are determined and stored; therefore, it must be a 
database or a look-up table of stored distances. Nam: see page 15 lines 15-20). 

For claim 7, Nam discloses a method, obtaining the base station locations stored 
in the table by downloading to the wireless communications device (see page 15 lines 
21-23; wherein the table of base station locations includes at least the three base 
stations contacted and see page 16 lines 2-10; wherein the location of the base station 
is transmitted as a message; inherently, the table is downloaded to the wireless 
communications device upon receiving that message). 

For claim 8, Jokimies discloses a method, determining the timing advance at in 
the wireless communications device for transmitting voice over a packet network (see 
Figure 1 wherein the determination of TA is at the mobile station and column 3 line 20- 
21 , the present invention is applicable to GSM; inherently, those networks support voice 
over packet). 

4. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jokimies 
in view of Nam, and in further in view of Carlsson (US 6,603,978). 

For claim 3, Jokimies in view of Nam discloses all the subject matter with the 
exception of the wireless communications device includes a satellite positioning system 
receiver, determining the location of the wireless communications device by obtaining a 
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satellite positioning system based location fix. However, Carlsson discloses a wireless 
communications device includes a satellite positioning system receiver (see Figure 2 
element 130; 130 is the GPS receiver in the mobile terminal 100), determining the 
location of the wireless communications device by obtaining a satellite positioning 
system based location fix (see column 4 lines 50-52). Thus, it would have been obvious 
to the one skill in the art at the time of the invention to add the GPS receiver in the 
component of a mobile station as taught by the invention of Carlsson into the system of 
Jokimies and Nam for the purpose of receiving GPS signals from the satellites and 
getting the exact position of the mobile in the world. 

5. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jokimies 
in view of Nam and in further in view of the background of the invention of Bontempi 
(2002/0150092) et al hereinafter referred to as bontempi. 

For claim 9, Jokimies in view of Nam discloses all the subject matter with the 
exception of determining the timing advance at in the wireless communications device 
during a push-to-talk session over a packet network. However the background of the 
invention of Bontempi teaches the voice of Internet protocol (VoIP) in any 
telecommunication system and the use of the push-to-talk system, which is a call Group 
communication that allows active users in the specific subscriber group to communicate 
using "push-to-talk, release-to-listen" feature (see page 1 paragraph 0008). Thus, it 
would have been obvious to the person of ordinary skill in the art at the invention to use 
the push-to-talk system as taught by the background of the invention of Bontempi in the 
communication network of Jokimies and Nam to determine the timing advance during 
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the push-to-talk session. The motivation of using the push-to-talk communication being 
that is a short call setup time and makes the push-to-talk type of speech calls attractive 
to several other types of users. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects 
for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international 
application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the 
English language. 

Claims 12-17 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Chen et al (US 2003/0139188), hereinafter referred to as Chen. 

For claim 12, Chen discloses a method in a wireless communications device, the 
method comprising: obtaining first timing information for the wireless communications 
device at a first known location relative to a base station (see Figure 3, d(TA_lo)); 
obtaining second timing information for the wireless communications device at a second 
known location relative to the base station (see Figure 3, d(TA_up)); determining a 
location of the base station based on the first and second timing information and based 
on the first and second known locations (see page 2 paragraph 0025 lines 17-21). 

For claim 13, Chen discloses a method in wireless communications device, the 
method comprising: determining a difference between a current cell timing and a prior 
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cell timing for a common serving cell (see Figure 3, wherein TA_up is current cell timing 
and TAJow is a prior cell timing and the difference is the TA of MS 22); determining a 
current timing advance for the common serving cell using the difference between the 
current cell timing and the prior cell timing and using a prior timing advance 
corresponding to the prior cell timing (see page 2 paragraph 0025 lines 16-17; base 
station determines a TA value for MS22). 

For claim 14, Chen discloses a method using the current timing advance for 
communicating with the network (see page 2 paragraph 0024 lines 7-10; the use of the 
TA value to reposition the uplink burst; inherently, using the TA to communicate with the 
network), determining the current timing advance before communicating with the 
network (see page 2 paragraph 0024 lines 6-10; the TA is calculated before using it). 

For claim 15, Chen discloses a method in a wireless communications device having 
a look-up table providing timing advance information associated with different locations 
relative to at least one base station (see Figure 3, TAJo and TA_up which are two 
different timing advances associated with different locations and see page 2 paragraph 
0024 lines 6-7; the TA is sent to MS 22; inherently, MS 22 has the TA's which are 
considered as a look-up table), the method comprising: determining a location of the 
wireless communications device (see page 2 paragraph 0025 lines 17-21) ; determining 
timing advance information for the location of the wireless communication device from 
the look-up table (see page 2 paragraph 0025 lines 16-17; base station determines a 
TA value for MS22 using TAJo and TA_up). 
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For claim 16, Chen discloses a method, determining timing advance information 
for the location of the wireless communication device using timing advance information 
in the look-up table only if the location of the wireless communications device is within a 
specified distance of a location in the look-up table for which timing advance information 
is provided (see page 2 paragraph 0025 lines 16-17; base station determines a TA 
value for MS 22 using TAJo and TA_up and see Figure 3 wherein the location of MS 22 
is within a specified distance of d(TA_loO and d(A_up)). 

For claim 17, Chen discloses a method, obtaining timing advance information 
from a source other than the look-up table if the location of the wireless communications 
device is not within a specified distance of a location in the look-up table for which 
timing advance information is provided (see page 2 paragraph 0025 lines 16-17; base 
station is the source that determines a TA value for MS 22 using TAJo and TA_up and 
see Figure 3 wherein the location of MS 22 is not within a specified distance of the base 
station). 

For claim 20, Chen discloses a method in a wireless communications device, the 
method comprising: determining timing advance on the wireless communications device 
(see page 2 paragraph 0024 lines 6-7); transmitting a modified burst to a network using 
the timing advance determined on the wireless communications device (see page 2 
paragraph 0024 lines 7-10; transmitting a burst at a time corresponding to the TA 
value). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 21 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Chen in view of Scott. 

For claims 21 and 22, Chen discloses all the subject matter with the exception of 
transmitting a modified access burst having a reduced guard time relative to an un- 
modified access burst and transmitting a modified normal burst having an increased 
guard time relative to an un-modified normal access burst, without first transmitting an 
access burst. However, Scott teaches that the increase or the decrease of the guard 
time is relative to the propagation delay time and can be expressed by a number of bits 
or chips and resulting the advancing or retarding the timing by the number of bits or 
chips specified (see column 1 1 line 62 to column 12 line 14). Thus, it would have been 
obvious to the person of ordinary skill in the art at the invention to use the increase / 
decrease of the guard time to prevent the interference. 

8. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chen in 
view of Johnson (US 5,839,071 ). 

For claim 23, Chen discloses all the subject matter with the exception of 
receiving a timing advance correction from the network after sending the modified burst 
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to the network. However, Johnson teaches that a base station provides a timing 
advance TA number that indicates the number of bits in advance, which the mobile 
station should transmit its bursts. Moreover, the corrected TA will be determined at the 
call setup and will be provided to the mobile station (see column 9 lines 54-67). Thus, it 
would have been obvious to the person of ordinary skill in the art at the invention to use 
the method of Johnson in the communication of Chen to prevent the delay, which 
occurs when the mobile station is very close to the base station. 

9. Claims 1 8-1 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chen in view of Jokimies. 

Form claim18, Chen discloses all the subject matter without explicitly disclosing 
the update of the look up table with the TA information from a source other than the 
look-up table. However, Jokimies discloses the update of the TA by the mobile station 
from base stations (see Figure 1 steps 4-6 and Figure 4 and page 4 column 13-16). 
Thus, it would have been obvious to the one skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
use the update of TA when the mobile station is moving around as taught by the 
Invention of Jokimies Into the system of Chen for the purpose of monitoring the mobile 
station and figuring out If It still within Its home area. 

For claim 19, Jokimies discloses the use of TA when communicating voice over a 
packet network (see Figure 2 that uses GSM standards). 

Allowable Subject Matter 
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10. Claim 4 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Argument 

1 1 . Applicant's arguments filed have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

For claim 1 and in response to applicant's argument that the references fail to 
show certain features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which 
applicant relies (i.e., a look-up table stored on the device) are not recited in the rejected 
claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from 
the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). Moreover, the claim limitation "using a look-up table" is 
very broad and the applicant does not elaborate on how the TA and/or the look-up table 
are determined. According to Jokimies, the distances of each base station is 
determined and stored. Therefore, Jokimies must have storage for the determined 
distances, otherwise how can he store the determined information? Moreover, the TA is 
measured based on distance (see Figure 1 steps 5 and 6). Thus, the storage of the 
determined distances of Jokimies reads on the claimed look-up table. 

For claim 6, Nam further discloses in page 15 lines 15-20, that the MS stores 
locations of base station (longitudes and latitudes) 

For claim 12 and in response to applicant's argument that the references fail to 
show certain features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which 
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applicant relies (i.e., the MS obtain first and second timing information based on 
corresponding known locations of the MS and the MS determine the location of the BS 
based on the first and the second timing information) are not recited in the rejected 
claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from 
the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). Also, the recitation "a method in a wireless 
communications device" has not been given patentable weight because the recitation 
occurs in the preamble. A preamble is generally not accorded any patentable weight 
where it merely recites the purpose of a process or the intended use of a structure, and 
where the body of the claim does not depend on the preamble for completeness but, 
instead, the process steps or structural limitations are able to stand alone. See In re 
Hirao, 535 F.2d 67, 190 USPQ 15 (CCPA 1976) and Kropa v. Robie, 187 F.2d 150, 
152, 88 USPQ 478, 481 (CCPA 1951). Moreover, Applicant argues that Chen does not 
teach "determining a location of the BS based on first and second timing information". 
Examiner respectfully disagrees; the feature of the limitation listed above is clearly met 
by Chen. Chen explicitly designates the location of the BS based on first and second 
timing information (see Figure 3) in regard of the location of MS because if the BS 
knows where the MS is, the BS location is determined comparing to the determined MS 
location. Chen does not choose to use his own lexicography to designate the location of 
the BS. However, the steps performed by Chen are the same regardless to the 
terminology used. 
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Claim 13 is argued for the same reasons as claim 12. Moreover, the claim 
language is very broad and does not specify how the TA is determined as the original 
disclosure of Figure 6. Therefore, claims are given their broadest reasonable 
interpretation The Federal Circuit's en fcanc decision in Phillips v. AWH Corp., 415 F.3d 
1303, 75 USPQ2d 1321 (Fed. Cir. 2005) because although the claims are interpreted in 
light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. 
See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

For claim 15, the Applicant argues that Chen does not teach the limitations of 
claim 15. Examiner respectfully disagrees; the feature of the limitation listed above is 
clearly met by Chen. Chen explicitly designates a method in a wireless communications 
device having a look-up table providing timing advance information associated with 
different locations relative to at least one base station (see Figure 3, TAJo and TA_up 
which are two different timing advances associated with different locations and see 
page 2 paragraph 0024 lines 6-7; the TA is sent to MS 22; inherently, MS 22 has the 
TA's which are considered as a look-up table), the method comprising: determining a 
location of the wireless communications device (see page 2 paragraph 0025 lines 17- 
21) ; determining timing advance information for the location of the wireless 
communication device from the look-up table (see page 2 paragraph 0025 lines 16-17; 
base station determines a TA value for MS22 using TAJo and TA_up). Chen does not 
choose to use his own lexicography to designate the location of the BS. However, the 
steps performed by Chen are the same regardless to the terminology used. 
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For claims 16-17 and 20, the applicant is arguing that in Chen, the BS 
determines the TA. However, the examiner clarifies that the determined TA is sent to 
the MS (see page 2 paragraph 0024 lines 6-7; the TA is sent to MS 22) and therefore, 
the TA is also determined by the MS since the term "determining" is broad and can have 
many interpretations. (See the rejection above). 

For claims 21-22, the Applicant's arguments fail to comply with 37 CFR 1 .1 1 1(b) 
because they amount to a general allegation that the claims define a patentable 
invention without specifically pointing out how the language of the claims patentably 
distinguishes them from the references. 

For claim 23 and in response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion 
to combine the references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be 
established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the 
claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so 
found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one 
of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 
1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 

For claims 18-19, the argument in regard of claim 15 is maintained 
Conclusion 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See PTO-892. 

13. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

14. Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although 
the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are applied to 
specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as 
well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing responses, to fully 
consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed 
invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed 
by the Examiner. In the case of amending the claimed invention. Applicant is 
respectfully requested to indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the 
structure relied on for proper interpretation and also to verily and ascertain the metes 
and bounds of the claimed invention. 

When responding to this office action, applicants are advised to clearly point out 
the patentable novelty which they think the claims present in view of the state of the art 
disclosed by the references cited or the objections made. Applicants must also show 
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how the amendments avoid such references or objections. See 37C.F.R 1.111 (c). In 
addition, applicants are advised to provide the examiner with the line numbers and 
pages numbers in the application and/or references cited to assist examiner in locating 
the appropriate paragraphs. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hicham B. Foud whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1463. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 10-6 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wing Chan can be reached on 571-272-7493. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Hicham B Foud/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2419 
01/01/2009 



/Edan Orgad/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2419 



